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The publication of this revised version of 
Spoken Cree is welcomed by both teachers of Cree 
and linguists who specialize in languages of the 
Algonquian family. 
The previous edition (1962) was a bulky 
mimeographed volum2. And while the claim on the 
back cover of this edition, that this is "a 
totally new version of the work" is a serious 
exaggeration, the revision of sections explain- 
ing grammatical phenomena do improve the work 
considerably. 
The format for each unit: explanation of 
grammar categories and rules, conversation (with 
analysis into words and phrases), and extensive 
drells , plus another unanalyzed converstaion to 
"1 isten in" on, seems pedagogical ly sound. Each 
unit also has a word list and a short set of 
review questions and answers in Cree. The con- 
versations are transcribed in both the Roman 
orthography and the syllabic writing system 
(which is in widespread use by Cree speaking 
peoples). 
There is a set of 42 tapes which are in- 
tended t o  be used w i t h  this text. I n  fact, for a 
language course using this tex t ,  the tapes are 
indispensible, especially in making use of the 
dr i l l s .  Yet no information is provided i n  the 
text regarding their acquisition. One hopes 
this information can be obtained from the pub- 
lisher. Use of the text and tapes for a lan- 
guage course will be hindered in dialects of 
Cree other t h a n  Moose Cree, because of both 
sound and lexical shifts. Ideally, a teacher in 
another dialect would need t o  do some lexical 
substitutions and make substitute tapes in the 
dialect being taught .  Spell ing conventions need 
not be changed for most dialects. 
Some relatively minor complaints I have 
about the portions of the text t h a t  I have 
attempted t o  make use of are: 
p.32: The comments regarding mixing of 
English pronouns he and - she by Crees 
speaking English h z e  no place in a course 
on Cree. 
p . 91 and I 46  : The text ,  1 i ke many other 
writings on Algonquian languages, confuses 
inflectional and functional definitions of 
Transitive Inanimate verbs. Because the 
vast majority of verbs which subcategorize 
for an inanimate gender object have stems 
which show an ^e ")am alternation (the latter 
with third peysofi- subjects ) ,  the author 
says the verb "cough" must be TI because i t  
shows the same alternation. Yet on the 
same page (91 ),  he classes verbs like ayiw 
I have1 as TI because they take inanim-bte 
gender objects, even though they d o n ' t  show 
the -- 6 Bm alternation. 
p.92, Section 3.2 badly needs examples in 
the text , in addition t o  reference to  the 
dr i l l s  which are of no help unless the user 
also has the tapes. 
p.107: Here again one could discern a 
great deal about the inflectional system 
from the dri 1 1s , b u t  cannot t e l l  w h a t  the 
correct forms are without the tapes. 
p.121 : The absence of the suffix -1iw on 
' tent1 in the last example of t h i r p a g e  
seems t o  violate the rule stated in this 
section, yet there is no hint why. Is i t  
because the possessor i s  also the subject 
of the sentence? 
p.658: In  the I1 verb paradigm, the third 
row is mislabeled as Op; i t  sould read 0 ' .  
